9/23/71 


Sear I?ed, 

The letter to which you referred iu your call laat ni^t did c^ ■feia a,B, I have 
not yet read it, assumin£ you oovered it in jx>ur call. X Kill as soon as I iackle tday's 
heavy Bail. First thing X did was fini^ the chapter of I on wM.ch X was troridJig. Then the 
usual interruptions, precoeded by a wiLLk. Then, with the old mower fixed, grass a foot 
high and the forecast of rain, I glgured I'd best mow the worst before it got wet, and 
now it is ab jut lunch tine. % whole pm^se in wrltijig is the possibility I'll go into 
tovm this p.a, and can mail this. 

The reason is to leniM you to bring yourXK I with you so that, as far as X will 
have gone by tliai, one of ua can indicate the correctiona and deletions I've made, Ive 
found no serious ones, alnost all atrlbutablB to t ;e state of our knowledge in 7-0/67 
and tenses because of time lapse, a few deletions of stuff not now netded. While 
X preuuae these tire tldjriga you'd eliminate anyi/ay, w2iy take a cliance? And I'm eiiiainating 
all rofeeences to other p^geo of the ifoidc, that the index will care for, 

ds I'd tcdLd you, I had tlefended the geimedys ftwa the first, alone ainong the 
dlUcsw 1 now note, for whatever good it does you in any dealings, that this is quite 
explicit at the very front end of I, V/ith>ut ^rcophancy. 

After your call I thought of a possible foundation in being. We can dischas that, 
And think not in terms of the foundation, if it agrees i pubilaMng the book, but in 
terms of their supplying the (refunded) cost of pidiiLlsMng. I'm talking about on that 
does exist, so there is a difference. 

I'm sktffitred the letter. I'm not against Bradlee in any way. I'm eympathetic to 
his ll^t22/&3 spot and treat it that way, I now b>;tter understand the positLcoi he was 
in in 3/66, when the Post doublecros^ m on a deal we hai. The problwiB is not IkfW 
X feel about him but how he feels about me. fheso boys don't like to be told off, 

I didn't tell bradlee off but I did others, Th^ coosider themselves alL-4ziowing and 
anyone who questions then an upstart. And their liWs are complicated by what thoy are 
unwllxlng to face Which is .aim true of the foregoing) by thtdr' having lived under 
and done the bidding of an editor who was a firm partisan. Pew will acknoikedge this, 
do, they ixive quietly passed the word around at the Post that my facts axe not to be 
trusted. How much of tills iias ireached Bradlee I don't know, but at any point i'll com* 
pare my accuracy witii the paperSs or any work of noik-fiction of oomparablol ;ngth. 

The problem is that such things do not come up. It is all behind tiio back, never a 
c<mfrontation. The fact is, however, that I've been in touch with a reporter and aalosd 
him to look at what I've written about Bradlee and get hts opinion of whether or 
not t. offer to show it to B, As I would anytldng else he'd look at, 1 tried several 
times with his new national editor, who iias been prem sing to look at this stuff for 
months and Imsn't, His name is Bagdikian and he doesn't believe the deport. 


Till youire here. 



